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REMARKS 

I. Status of the Claims 

Claims 1, 5, 7 and 8 are currently being amended. 

A detailed listing of all claims that are, or were, in the application, irrespective of 
whether the claim(s) remain under examination in the application, is presented, with an 
appropriate defined status identifier. 

Upon entry of this Amendment, claims 1-12 will remain pending in the application. 

Because the foregoing amendments do not introduce new matter, entry thereof by the 
Examiner is respectfully requested. 

II. Response to Election of Species Requirement 

In response to the Election of Species Requirement, Applicants hereby make the 
following election, as described below: 

The Examiner states that all of the pending claims, claims 1-12, fall into one group, 
Group 1 . However, the Examiner asserts that the claims are directed to more than one species 
of the generic invention. The Examiner asserts that the species are deemed to lack unity of 
invention because they are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept under 
Rule 13.1. 

Applicants elect, with traverse , the species wherein Xaa 1 is His, Xaa 2 is Trp, and 
Xaa 3 is Tyr (i.e., SEQ ID NO: 6). The Examiner is reminded that a species election is solely 
for search purposes and that should the elected species be free of the prior art, the Examiner 
will follow the procedure in M.P.E.P. 803.02 and extend the search to the other species. 

Applicants traverse the Election of Species Requirement because the international 
examination report does not formally raise a lack of unity objection. According to the PCT 
Handbook, Section 33.35 (Exhibit A), a designated/elected office should not raise an 
objection as to lack of unity (Rule 13 PCT) when the International Examination Authority has 
found that the claims comply with this requirement. 

Furthermore, Applicants respectfully assert that all peptides within SEQ ED NO: 7 
share the same inventive concept. SEQ ID NO: 7 defines a very small number of peptides 
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and all of the defined peptides are active (see, e.g., Example 2, last line and Example 3, last 
line) and are suitable for use in the treatment of osteoporosis. 



Applicant believes that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. The 
Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a telephone 
interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by a 
check being in the wrong amount, unsigned, post-dated, otherwise improper or informal or 
even entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to 
Deposit Account No. 19-0741. If any extensions of time are needed for timely acceptance of 
papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R. 
§1.136 and authorizes payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date \0 138 I OH 



By 



FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 22428 
Telephone: (202) 672-5404 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 




Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 29,768 
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